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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-6. 10, 13-21, 23-24, 26-27, 29, 45, 47-57. 59-61, 63-65, 68-69, 71-75 and 88 
are pending and have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

2. Claims 83-85 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Christlano (USPN 5.671,412). 

Claim 83 

Cristlano disclosed a computer-readable medium, having computer readable 
instructions for: 

♦ requesting a software license from a license server (column 4, lines 35-57); 

♦ receiving an authenticity challenge from the license server (column 6, lines 
50-59); 

♦ computing a challenge response that contains a client image that can be used 
by the license server to evaluate whether the client is authentic and can be 
licensed (column 6, lines 10, lines 33-67; column 6, lines 50-59; if the clients 
ID matches those allowed); and 
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♦ receiving, upon authentication by the license server and granting of a 
software license, the software license from the license server and storing 
information corresponding to the software license in a memory (column 4, 
lines 35-57; column 8, lines 34-39). 

Claim 84 

Cristiano disclosed the computer-readable medium of claim 83, wherein the stored 
information corresponding to the received software license comprises the received 
software license (column 22, lines 37-53). 

Claim 85 

Christiano disclosed the computer-readable medium of claim 83, wherein the stored 
information corresponding to the received software license comprises an indication that 
a specific license was granted (column 10, lines 53-67). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-6, 10, 13-14, 45, 47-54, 59, 68-69 and 71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Wyman (USPN 5,745,879) in view of Christiano 
(USPN 5,671,412). 

Claim 1 

Wyman disclosed a computer-implemented method comprising: 

♦ creating a license at a license generator (column 9, line 61 to column 10, line 
6; Figure 1, elements 26 and 28); 

♦ signing the license with a digital signature of the license generator (column 
13, lines 9-42)\ 

♦ issuing the license to the license server (Figure 1 elements 10 and 13)\ 

♦ verifying, at the license server, the license generator's digital signature on the 
license (column 13, lines 9-42)] and 

♦ distributing the software licenses contained in the license from the license 
server to corresponding clients (Figure 1, elements 13 and 16). 

Wyman did not explicitly state a license pack containing a set of one or more individual 
licenses. However, in the background, Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the 
time of invention to provide varying licenses for a package of software (column 2, lines 
1 8-44). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement the licensing system of Wyman with license packs as found in 
Wyman's teaching. This implementation would have been obvious because one of 
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ordinary skill In the art would be motivated to provide flexibility based on a customers 
needs regarding various components of a package (column 2, lines 31-34), 

Wyman did not explicitly state associating an ID of the license pack with a license 
server; and maintaining the association at the license generator. Christiano 
demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to provide unique identification 
of a license package (Figure 2b, element 24; column 9, lines 1-4; note Christiano also 
disclosed license packs). Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the time of 
invention for owner of licensed software to keep track of their customers and the 
software they borrow/lease {column 7, lines 14-20). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the licensing system of 
Wyman with license pack ID and the licensor tracking the license ID as found in 
Christiano and Wyman's teaching. This implementation would have been obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide an owner of 
software the ability to enforce use/sales policies (the motivation behind a license in 
general). A license ID maintained by the owner performs this function. 

Claim 2 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a computer-implemented method as recited in claim 
1 , further comprising creating a license pack containing a predefined number of 
software licenses (Wyman: column 2, lines 18-44; column 7, lines 14-20; Christiano: 
figure 2b). 
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Claim 3 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a computer-implemented method as recited in claim 
1, further comprising: 

♦ creating a license pack ID at the license generator (as above under claim 1); 
and 

♦ evaluating the license pack ID at the license server (Christiano: figure 2b; 
the server stores a license pack labeled with an ID). 

Claim 4 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a computer-implemented method of claim 1 as 
indicated above. Wyman did not explicitly state encrypting the license pack at the 
license generator; and decrypting the license pack at the license server. However, 
Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to encode and decode 
digital signatures (column 13, lines 9-42). Official Notice is taken that it was known to 
encrypt and decrypt sensitive communications. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the licensing system of 
Wyman with encryption and decryption for a communication from one entity to another 
as suggested by the above teachings. This implementation would have been obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide secure transfer of 
sensitive material (in this case business is being conducted). 
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Claim 5 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a computer-implenrjented method as recited in claim 
1, further comprising creating a license pack that is tailored to a particular operating 
platform of the clients (Wyman: column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 11; Figures 2-4). 

Claim 6 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a computer-implemented method as recited in claim 
1, further comprising determining an authenticity of an individual client prior to 
distributing the software license to that individual client (Wyman: column 10, lines 10- 
15; client is authenticated or determined allowed to perform an operation). 

Claim 10 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed computer-implemented method as recited in claim 1, 
wherein the license pack has a license pack ID (as above), and further comprising 
granting additional licenses for the license pack having the same license pack ID 
(column 8, lines 34-56; column 9, lines 1-4; multiple licenses in a pack). 

Claim 13 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a computer-implemented method for distributing 
software licenses to clients so that the clients may legally execute underlying software 
to which the software licenses pertain (Wyman: figure 1), the computer-implemented 
method comprising electronically issuing the software licenses as digital certificates 
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(Wyman: column 13, lines 9-42; signature) that are distributed in one-to-one correlation 
witli individual clients and traced to an issuing authority (Wyman: column 13, lines 9- 
42; public/private keys), and issuing a software license to a particular client only if a 
client executable innage received from the client matches a stored client executable 
image for the particular client CM/y/na/i; column 10, lines 10-15; Christiana: column 
10, lines 33-40; column 18, lines 53-61; image being a client identification information). 

Claim 14 

Wyman disclosed a computer-readable medium having computer readable instructions 
for performing the method as recited in claim 13 (column 8, lines 22-27). 

Claim 45 

See claim 1 above. 
Claim 47 

See claim 4 above. 
Claim 48 

See claim 2 above. 



Claim 49 

See claim 5 above. 
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Claim 50 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a computer-implemented method of claim 45 as 
indicated above and the below limitations: 

♦ wherein the license pack comprises at least one of the following items: 

♦ a predefined number of software licenses (Wyman: column 14, line 63 to 
column 15, line 11; Figures 2-4); 

♦ a platform type indicating a type of operating platform for which the software 
licenses can be used (Wyman: column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 11; 
Figures 2-4) 

♦ an expiration date that indicates a date on which the software licenses will 
expire (Wyman: column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 11; Figures 2-4), and 

♦ a product ID that identifies a product with which the software licenses can be 
used (Wyman: column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 1 1; Figures 2-4). 

Cla im 51 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a system as recited in claim 45, wherein the license 
server selects a software license from the license pack and grants the software license 
to a client (Wyman: column 6, lines 24-29), the software license having a license ID 
(above under claim 1) and the license server associating the license ID with the client 
(as under claim 1, licensing business practice similar to between issuer and server). 
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Claim 52 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a system as recited in claim 45, wherein the license 
server challenges an authenticity of a client prior to granting a software license from the 
license pack to the client (Wyman: column 10, lines 10-15; client is authenticated or 
determined allowed to perform an operation). 

Claim 53 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a system as recited in claim 45, wherein the license 
server grants a software license server to a particular client, the license server 
encrypting the software license using a public key of the particular client (column 6, 
lines 24-29; above under claim 4). 

Claim 54 

Wyman and Christiano disclosed a system as recited in claim 45, wherein the license 
server distributes the software licenses to the individual clients via one or more 
intermediate servers (Wyman: figure 1). 



Claim 59 

See claim 1 above. 
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Claim 68 

See claim 1 above. Wyman and Christiano disclosed client images (Wyman: column 
10, lines 10-15; Christiano: column 10, lines 33-40; column 18, lines 53-61; image 
being a client identification information). 

Claim 69 

See claims 1 and 6 above. Wyman and Christiano disclosed client images (Wyman: 
column 10, lines 1 0-1 5; Christiano: column 10, lines 33-40; column 18, lines 53-61; 
image being a client identification information). 

Claim 71 

See claims 1 and 6 above. Wyman and Christiano disclosed client images (Wyman: 
column 10, lines 10-15; Christiano: column 10, lines 33-40; column 18, lines 53-61; 
image being a client identification information). 

5. Claims 1 5-21 , 23-24, 26-27, 29, 55-57, 60-61 and 63-65 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wyman (USPN 5,745,879) in view of 
Christiano (USPN 5,671 ,41 2) and in further view of Corbin (USPN 5,138,712). 

Claim 15 

Wyman disclosed a computer-Implemented method 
comprising: 
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♦ creating a license containing a set of one or more individual software licenses 
(figure 1, elements 26 and 28)\ 

♦ digitally signing the license pack (column 13, lines 9-42)] and 

♦ issuing the signed license pack to the particular license server (figure 1, 
elements 10 and 13). 

Wyman did not explicitly state receiving a request for a license from a license server. 
Corbin demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to receive requests for 
licenses from customers (column 7, liens 44-56), It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the license system of 
Wyman with receiving request for licenses from license servers/managers (representing 
the customers) as suggested by Corbin's teaching. This implementation would have 
been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide a 
product and any needed elements of that product (ie. licenses) based upon a request by 
a customer, thus facilitating the commonly known business practice shown in Corbin. 

Wyman did not explicitly state a license pack containing a set of one or more individual 
licenses. However, in the background, Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the 
time of invention to provide varying licenses for a package of software (column 2, lines 
18-44). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement the licensing system of Wyman with license packs as found in 
Wyman's teaching. This implementation would have been obvious because one of 
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ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide flexibility based on a customers 
needs regarding various components of a package (column 2, lines 31-34). 

Wyman did not explicitly state associating an ID of the license pack with a license 
server; and maintaining the association at the license generator. Christiano 
demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to provide unique identification 
of a license package (Figure 2b, element 24; column 9, lines 1-4; note Christiano also 
disclosed license packs). Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the time of 
invention for owner of licensed software to keep track of their customers and the 
software they borrow/lease {column 7, lines 14-20). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the licensing system of 
Wyman with license pack ID and the licensor tracking the license ID as found in 
Christiano and Wyman's teaching. This implementation would have been obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide an owner of 
software the ability to enforce use/sales policies (the motivation behind a license in 
general). A license ID maintained by the owner performs this function. 

Claim 16 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a computer-implemented method as recited 
in claim 15, further comprising creating a license pack containing a predefined number 
of software licenses (Wyman: column 2, lines 18-44; column 7, lines 14-20; 
Christiano: figure 2b). 
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Claim 17 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a connputer-implemented nnethod as recited 
In claim 15, further comprising creating a license pack that Includes a platform type 
indicating a type of operating platform for which the software licenses can be used 
(Wyman: column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 11; Figures 2-4). 

Claim 18 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a computer-implemented method as recited 
In claim 15, further comprising creating a license pack that includes a predefined 
number of software licenses (see claim 16), a platform type Indicating a type of 
operating platform for which the software licenses can be used (see claim 17), an 
expiration date indicating a date on which the software licenses will expire (Wyman: 
column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 11; Figures 2-4), and a product ID that identifies a 
product with which the software licenses can be used (Wyman: column 14, line 63 to 
column 15, line 11; Figures 2-4). 

Claim 19 

Wyman, Cliristiano and Corbin did not explicitly state a computer-implemented 
method as recited In claim 15, further comprising encrypting the license pack. However, 
Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to encode and decode 
digital signatures (column 13, lines 9-42).- Official Notice is taken that It was known to 
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encrypt and decrypt sensitive connmunications. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the licensing system of 
Wyman with encryption and decryption for a communication from one entity to another 
as suggested by the above teachings. This implementation would have been obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide secure transfer of 
sensitive material (in this case business is being conducted). 

Claim 20 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a computer-readable medium having 
computer readable instructions for performing the method as recited in claim 15 (column 
8, lines 22-27). 

Claim 21 

Wyman disclosed a computer-implemented method comprising: 

♦ receiving a request for a software license from a particular client (column 9, 
line 61 to column 10, line 19); 

♦ determining an authenticity of the particular client (column 10, line 10-15), 
wherein the determining includes: 

♦ maintaining a set of client images (Wyman: column 10, lines 10-15; 
Christiano: column 10, lines 33-40; column 18, lines 53-61; image being 
a client identification information); 
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♦ receiving a client software ID from the particular client (Wyman: column 
10, lines 10-15; Christiana: column 10, lines 33-40)] and 

♦ comparing the client software ID to the client images to evaluate whether 
the client is authentic (Christiana: column 10, lines 33-40; column 18, 
lines 53-61)] 

♦ selecting a software license that is appropriate for the particular client (column 
2, lines 18-34; column 6, lines 24-29; and column 10, lines 10-15); 

♦ associating the license ID with the particular client (column 18, line 35 to 
column 19, line 5; license types associating specifically)] and 

♦ granting the software license to the particular client (column 6, lines 24-29), 
Wyman did not explicitly state receiving a request for a license from a license server. 
Corbin demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to receive requests for 
licenses from customers (column 7, liens 44-56). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the license system of 
Wyman with receiving request for licenses from license servers/managers (representing 
the customers) as suggested by Corbin's teaching. This implementation would have 
been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide a 
product and any needed elements of that product (ie. licenses) based upon a request by 
a customer, thus facilitating the commonly known business practice shown in Corbin. 

Wyman did not explicitly state a license pack containing a set of one or more individual 
licenses. However, in the background, Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the 
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time of invention to provide varying licenses for a package of software (column 2, lines 
1 8-44). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to implement the licensing system of Wyman with license packs as found in 
Wyman's teaching. This implementation would have been obvious because one of 
ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide flexibility based on a customers 
needs regarding various components of a package (column 2, lines 31-34). 

Wyman did not explicitly state associating an ID of the license pack with a license 
server; and maintaining the association at the license generator. Christiano 
demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to provide an identification of a 
license package (Figure 2b, element 24; column 9, lines 1-4; note Christiano also 
disclosed license packs). Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the time of 
invention for owner of licensed software to keep track of their customers and the 
software they borrow/lease {column 7, lines 14-20), It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the licensing system of 
Wyman with license pack ID and the licensor tracking the license ID as found in 
Christiano and Wyman's teaching. This implementation would have been obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide an owner of 
software the ability to enforce use/sales policies (the motivation behind a license in 
general). A license ID maintained by the owner performs this function. 



Application/Control Number: 09/724,703 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2193 

Claim 23 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a computer-implemented method as recited 
in claim 21, further comprising granting the software license as containing the license ID 
(see above claim 21), a platform type indicating a type of platform in use by the 
particular client, an issue date indicates a date on which the license is issued to the 
client, an expiration date that indicates a date on which the software license will expire, 
a product ID that identifies a product with which the software licenses can be used, a 
client ID that identifies the particular client, and a version of the software license 
(Wyman: column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 11; Figures 2-4). 

Claim 24 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a computer-implemented method as recited 
in claim 21, wherein determining the authenticity comprises: receiving a client software 
ID from the particular client; and evaluating the client software ID to determine whether 
the client is authentic (Wyman: column 10, lines 10-15; client is authenticated or 
determined allowed to perform an operation). 

Claim 26 

Wyman, Ciiristiano and Corbin disclosed a computer-Implemented method as recited 
in claim 21 , further comprising: determining a platform of the particular client; and 
selecting the software license as is appropriate for the platform of the particular client 
(Wyman: column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 11; Figures 2-4; column 2, lines 18-34). 
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Claim 27 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a computer-! mplennented method as recited 
in claim 21 , further comprising encrypting the software license using a public key of the 
particular client; and selecting the software license as is appropriate for the platform of 
the particular client (see claim 4 and Wyman: column 14, line 63 to column 15, line 11; 
Figures 2-4; column 2, lines 18-34). 

Claim 29 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a computer-readable medium having 
computer readable instructions for performing the method as recited in claim 21 (column 
8, lines 22-27). 

Claim 55 

See claim 15 above. 
Claim 56 

See claim 18 above. 
Claim 57 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin did not explicitly state a license generator as recited in 
claim 55, wherein the license producer encrypts the license pack using a public key of 
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the license server. However, Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the time of 
invention to encode and decode digital signatures (column 13, lines 9-42). Official 
Notice is taken that it was known to encrypt and decrypt sensitive communications. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
implement the licensing system of Wyman with encryption and decryption for a 
communication from one entity to another as suggested by the above teachings. This 
implementation would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill In the art would 
be motivated to provide secure transfer of sensitive material (in this case business is 
being conducted). 

Claim 60 

See claim 21 above. 

And also disclosed a license store to store the software pack of individual software 
licenses, each software license having an associated license ID (Christiano: column 8, 
liens 30-56; column 9, lines 1-4); 

Claim 61 

See claim 26 above. 



Claim 63 

See claim 60 above. 
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And further, Wyman, Christiano and Corbin did not explicitly state wherein the 
granting module encrypts the software license using public key of the authenticated 
client. However, Wyman demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to 
encode and decode digital signatures (column 13, lines 9-42). Official Notice is taken 
that it was known to encrypt and decrypt sensitive communications. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the 
licensing system of Wyman with encryption and decryption for a communication from 
one entity to another as suggested by the above teachings. This implementation would 
have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
provide secure transfer of sensitive material (in this case business is being conducted). 

Claim 64 

See Claim 23 above. 
Claim 65 

Wyman, Christiano and Corbin disclosed a license server as recited in claim 60, 
further comprising a license pack table to store information pertaining to the license 
pack that is stored in the license store (Christiano: column 8, lines 30-54; column 9, 
lines 1-4). 

6. Claims 72-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wyman (USPN 5,745,879) in view of Christiano (USPN 5.671,412). 
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Claim 72 

Christiano disclosed a data structure embodied on a computer-readable media, 
comprising: 

♦ a license pack table to record information pertaining to one or more license 
packs, the license pack table being indexed by license pack IDs that identify 
corresponding individual license packs, each license pack containing one or 
more software licenses (Christiano: column 8, lines 30-54; column 9, lines 
1-4); 

♦ a client assignment table to record information pertaining to software licenses 
that are assigned to clients, the client assignment table being indexed by 
license IDs that identify individual software licenses, the client assignment 
table further having the license pack IDs of the license packs from which the 
corresponding software licenses are issued (column 18, lines 53-61); and 

Christiano did not explicitly state the license pack table and the client assignment table 
being con-elated via the license pack IDs contained in each table. Christiano 
demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention to have both tables (as 
discussed above) and to have pack IDs (column 9, lines 1-4) and to record log 
information (column 18, lines 53-61) and unique IDs (figure 3, element 24). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement 
the pack licensing system of Christiano with table correlation by pack IDs as suggested 
by Christiano's teaching. This implementation would have been obvious because one 
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of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to record a complete record (not just 
licenses, but pack IDs as well since this information is available) for tracking (column 
18, lines 53-61) and thus the tables are correlated by pack IDs. 

Claim 73 

Christiano disclosed a data structure as recited in claim 72. wherein the license pack 
table contains the following table fields: 

♦ a license pack ID field to hold the license pack ID (figure 2b)\ 

♦ a quantity field to hold a number representative of how many software 
licenses are contained in the license pack (figure 2b)] 

♦ a platform type field to hold a type of operating platform for which the software 
licerlses in the license pack can be used (column 10, lines 53-67)\ 

♦ an expiration data field to hold a date on which the software licenses in the 
license pack will expire (column 9, lines 45-50); and 

♦ a product ID field to hold a product ID that identifies a product with which the 
software licenses in the license pack can be used (column 10, lines 31-33). 

Christiano did not explicitly state the above fields formed into a table. Official Notice is 
taken that it was known at the time of invention to store information within tables. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
implement the disclosed fields of Christiano within a table. This implementation would 
have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
provide an efficient manner in which to store/retrieve information, which Christiano 
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disclosed as useful (by recording it already) and the nnethod of data mining (column 18, 
lines 53-61). 

Claim 74 

Christiano disclosed a data structure as recited in claim 73, wherein the license pack 
table also contains a number assigned field to hold a number representative of how 
many of the software licenses have been assigned to clients (column 10, lines 25-67; 
column 18, lines 53-61). 

Claim 75 

Christiano disclosed a data structure as recited in claim 72, wherein the client 
assignment table contains the following table fields: 

♦ a license ID field to hold the license ID (figure 2b); 

♦ a license pack ID field to hole the license pack ID (figure 2b); 

♦ a client ID to hold an identifier of a client to which the software license is 
granted (column 10, lines 33-52); and 

♦ an issue date to hold a date on which the software license is issued to the 
client (column 9, lines 45-50; column 18, lines 52-61). 

7. Claims 79-82 and 86-88 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Christiano (USPN 5,671,412) in view of Fielder et al. (USPN 
6,049,612). 
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Claim 79 

Christiano disclosed a client computer, comprising: 

♦ memory for storing information corresponding to one or more received 
software licenses (column 22, lines 37-53); 

♦ a license requestor to request a software license from a license server 
(column 10, liens 25-67); 

♦ a challenge handler to handle an authenticity challenge from the license 
server (column 6, lines 50-59) 

♦ wherein, upon authentication by the license server and granting of a software 
license, the license requestor receiving the software license from the license 
server saves in the memory information corresponding to the received license 
(column 4, lines 35-57; column 22, lines 37-53). 

Christiano did not explicitly state, the challenge handler computing a challenge 
response that contains a client image that can be used by the license server to evaluate 
whether the client is authentic and can be licensed, wherein the challenge contains a 
random number, and the challenge handler computes the challenge response by 
concatenating the random number with the client image to form a concatenated value 
and hashing the concatenated value. Fielder demonstrated that it was known at the 
time of invention to encryption techniques, such as those above, on sensitive 
information (figure 3, column 3, lines 16-33; column 6, line 51 to column 7, line 8), 
Christiano demonstrated client image {column 10, lines 33-40; column 18, lines 53-61; 
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image being a client identification information). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to implement the licensing system of 
Christiano with encryption techniques as found in Fielder's teaching. This 
implementation would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
be motivated to provide a safe transfer of sensitive information (licenses). 

Claim 80 

Christiano disclosed the client computer of claim 79, wherein the memory comprises 
non-volatile memory (column 6, line 16). 

Claim 81 

Christiano disclosed the client computer of claim 79, wherein the saved information 
corresponding to the received license comprises the received license (column 4, lines 
35-57; column 22, lines 37-53). 

Claim 82 

Christiano disclosed the client computer of claim 79, wherein the saved information 
corresponding to the received license comprises an indication that specific license was 
granted (column 4. lines 35-57; column 22, lines 37-53). 



Claim 86 

See claim 79 above. 
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Claim 87 

See claim 81 above. 
Claim 88 

See claim 82 above. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 25 June 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues: Christiano fails to compute a challenge response 
containing a client image; Christiano fails to disclose package name uniquely 
identifying the package; no teaching of maintaining, at the license generator, an 
association of an ID with the license server; as per claim 13, no disclosure of issuing a 
license when a client executable image matches a stored client executable image; and 

the cited prior art fails to disclose the challenge containing a random number 
concatenated and hashed with the client image. Upon review of the claimed invention 
and the cited prior art, the above arguments are, respectfully, found unpersuasive. 

First, under the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim language "client 
image", Christiano is read upon. A client is identified via a client image or identifier 
system (column 6, line 10 to column 7, line 30). In particular note column 6, line 64 to 
column 7, line 1. 

Second, a name provides a unique identification, that is the purpose of a name. 
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Third, under the rejections found In the previous Office Action, citations of 
Christiano and Wyman are provided illustrating the obviousness of associating a 
unique name of Christiano with a server as in Wyman. Specifically owners often wish 
to keep track of their customers. 

Fourth, again under the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim language 
"client executable image", Christiano is read upon. A client is identified via a client 
image or identifier system (column 6, line 10 to column 7, line 30). In particular note 
column 6, line 64 to column 7, line 1 . This is falls within the broadest reasonable 
interpretation of the claim language. 

Fifth, Christiano disclosed client images. Fielder disclosed random number 
encryption. It would have been obvious, as already noted, to protect sensitive 
infornration using such techniques. 

Therefore, having addressed all of Applicant's raised concerns, the rejections are 
maintained as indicated above. Any similar arguments by Applicant are addressed 
substantially the same as the above representative arguments. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS IVIADE FINAL See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to William H. Wood whose telephone number is (571)-272-3736. The examiner can nomially 
be reached 9:00am - 5:30pm Monday thru Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Kakali Chaki can be reached on (571)-272-3719. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned are (703)872-9306 for regular communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)305-3900. 
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